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REMARKS 



Present Status of ifae Anpttcatloii 



Upon enliy of the mam 



« 1 1 1 [ H 1 1 w 



in this response, dainiis 1 - 14 are pending of 



which the daizDS 1 and 9 have been amended to eUminate iiafimnalities thereof 
without prcgndice or disclaimer in cider to moze explicitly describe the cli^i m ftd 
invention. It is believed that no new matter is added by way of amendments made to 
claims 1 and 9. In addition, minor errors were found in tfie '^ABSTRACT" and 
accordingly amended. For at least the foregoing reason, applicants rcspec tfi illy 
submit that claims 1-14 patently define over prior art of record and reconsideration of 



is req>ectfully requested 



a. 



' _ r. • . 



r ''lit i.. 



J* 



■ •J* .•• 
• • • • 



Dlscpgsion for am^ *^^<]f*f f*» < made to claims 1 and 9 



m 

During reviewixig the daims in the 9pedfic8tion» applicants found 1 
and 9 have some infonnality. For example, fhe word ''and'' in Ae claim 1 ismisplaced 



~ >.• * 



and thus should be amended. Thaefore» the claims 1 and 9 have been m 
eliminate infonnalities thereof wifliout introducijog any new matter. 



1^3 ^: 
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Disen^slott for obf eclimi to claims under 3S U^>C>102 M 

4. Claims 1-14 are r^ected under 35 U.S.C.102 (e) as being anUc^ated by 



Cedar et al,(US. patent no. 6,820 J48) 





WW •♦^ « • 



r ■ : > 



Jte cildrfms i, 9 and 14, Cedar discloses muiHpte removable ncn-volatUe 
memory cards sericdfy communicating with a host determining ^^eAer a 
present reading address of the reading command is same as a previous reading 
address, ( eoL 5, lines 57-^; coL 7, lines 53-67; col & tines the previous 
description is referred to **ti%e first element^ hermtu^er), wherein when said . 
present reading address is same as said previous reading address: ou^ntttittga 



re^nse and ou^Mii^ a data in a daia4ag mode to ou^mt said data (^er said i; /^ 



response is audited, (col 8, lines U-^; Aeprwousdeser^&on is referred to 
*V%B second element ker^nafter), wherein when stdd present rettdingttddress 
is not same as said previous reading address: and tqfdating said previous 
rea^ng address to be said present reading address, outputjaid response tmd 
ou^putting said data in a data-parallel mode to output said data regardless cf 
whether or not said response is ougnOted (col. JO, lines 1-67: ihe previotts 



description is referred to *Vte third elemerU^ keretnqfierj. 



• • »■ ^* « "J 
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Id response thereto, applicants respectfblly traveise the preceding objectiona 



I »— ; . . 




based on the fbUowmg arguments and thus withdrawal of objections to the daims 
and 14 Is respectfully requested. To establish a prime case of anticipation, US patmt! 

m 

no« 6»820,148 (Cedar, heseinafter referred to Cedar) should teach every elem«t 
disclosed in the independent claimsl, 9 and 14 in the present invention. Actually, 
the claims 1, 9 and 14 are featured in their incorporating three elements diat are 
referred to *^ first element,*' 'Hhe second demenr and "ihe third elem 



^ 5 »• 



disclosed in preceding paragraph. Prior to proceeding with comparison between Cedarl; 



and the three dements. 



would like to make abrief comparison between 



Cedar and die present Invention. The present invention employs a memory card 
controller tmplemoited in a.m«Ezu>ry card to detemiine whether a card reader is 
compatible with the memory card so as to promote readhige£BcLei^. bi other words. 



receives a rcading.CQmmand output firom a host (or called "card reader*7> the memory • ^ 



the present invention 1$ actoally executed 



the memory card; diat is, when 



card determines whether a reading address to be accessed by die reading command is 



tibie same as a previous reading address, and then selects modes fi3r transfening data ^i.- >^ 

Stored in the memoiy card to the host (Le. a data-lag mode or a data-parallel mode>in 



accordance with a determined result by the memory card controller. In contrast. Cedar;'; : 



J 



10 



is*.*- 

J. * 
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does not need a detexxninalion of whether memory cazds aie oc^^ 



leader because Cedar doesn't 



card reader al all but a host in wiucb 



there is no compadbility problem between memmy cards and the host. Besides, the 




invendon by Cedar is impli 



inside a card reader (I.e. host 51) that allows 



related card addressed to be assigned to a variety of memory cards whoi they are 
plugged into sock0$. Moreover, in temis of a MultiMediaCard flowchart, the present 
invention is utilized, followed by a card-identification process as disclosed by Cedar, 



for dctermimng which data transfer mode (t.e» a data-lag mode or a data-parattd modc^ 



to be used. As a result, in terms of problems to be solved (i.e. invention motives) and 
ways fixr executing their inventions , Cedar and the present invention are distinct 
Ftofhermore, regarding the examiner'a allegation that *i3:» first elemenf is 




■ '* .••1 . 



discloses in coL 7, lines S3-67, in Cedar, applicants found die examiner misinteKpreted vj^' i; 



Uiis disclosure as '*the first element In &ct» this disclosure has nothing to wi^ 
*^e first element*^ but discloses diat a host is able to assign a difiGsrent number of 
addresses to each of memory cards. In addition, regarding the examiner's allegation 



that *1he second demenf* is 



inooL8,lines ll-f^ in Cedar, in fact. 



disclosure dose not disclose any description 



''output da^ in a datarlag 



mode^ as featured in ^'tfae second element, ** but discloses how the memory cards are 




in turn addressed and then communicable witib a host Likewise^ the em 



U 



did 
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N, 

in intetpredng a disQlosure in col. 10, lines 1-67, in Cedar, in oxder tibial ibis 



inisiDteipictation di 



"the 



EspedaUy; 




intetpcedngthe lines 8 and 32 in coL 10« in Cedar, in which dieie disclose 



transferred in paralter and 'loaded in pazaUd, because what is transfeaed and 



parallel 



reach, suggest or disclose ••the first element^** " * '^^ 



second dcmcntf ' and third element,** as claimed in the amended claims 1 and 9. 



• • •# ♦ i 



as well as the claim 14. That is. these claims are not antictpatcd by Cedar and thus can.;:i f s 



be placed in an allowance condition. 



In re claim 2 » there is no 



"^output detain data-lag mode/' as claimed :ft^ 



spedfiedby 



the examiner's objection to the claim 2 has no ground and thus the daim 2 is not 
anticipated by Cedar and thus can be placed in an allowance condition. 



preceding paragraph, 



•ou^mt 



2, in GoL 8, lines 



* '" J 
- ' " 



30^ and coL 10, lines 544- , in Cedar, as q;>ecified by the examiner. As aresult» the 



examiner's objection to the claims 3-4 has no ground and thus the claims 3-4 are not ; * ' V a'P 



Cedar and thus can be placed in an allowance condition. 
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In re the daims S end 10» the cxaiainer alleged that the disclosure in col 
10, lines 10+» in Cedar discloses *1he reading craunand passes a cydic redundancy 
diedc (CRC)/* as claimed the claims 5 and 1 0. However^ in hct, ttiis disdosnre only 

* 

« 

discloses data passes CRC, rather dian tibe reading conunaad's passing CRC in the 
piescnt invention. As a result, the examiner's olsjeetion to the daims^ lOhasno 
groxmd and thus the claims 5 and 10 are not anticipated by Cedar and thus can be 



placed in an allowance condition. 




In re the claims 6 and 1 1» die examiner alleged that the disclosure in coL .i • | .1| 

J .-^ 

9» lines 52-^. in Cedar^ disdoses the feature as claimed in the claims 6 and 11. 

■ 

However, this disdosure only disdoses the procedures for reading data fiom one of 
memory canis inserted into a j^undity of aodcets diat are im^gia^ 
fills to disdosc ^data being read during a period of ouiputting said response,** as 
daimedtisedaims6andlUTlierBfi>i«,thedahns6andIl are not antidpated 1^ 



4 

V si, 



Cedar and thus can be placed in an allowance condition. 



In re tihe claixxis 7 and 12, the examiner atteged that tiie dt 



incol. 



1 



• " -J •••1 



1 1, lines 28-42, in Cedar, discloses Aat the fiowdiart shown in Fig. 1 1 is to make sure..: .i $ 



all memory cards are completdy read, as daimed in die claims 7 and 12. Howerver, 




die sd>ject xziatters of claims 7 and 12 are u> make sure att blodtt 

con^letdy output in response to the mdti-blodc command. Evidently, the examincF 

13 
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nusinleiprets the subject mattecs of daims 7 and 12 and ttm$ his (her) objection to 
these two dauns hasno ground As aiesult, the clahns 7 and 12 are not anticipated by 



Cedar and dius can be placed in an allowance condition. 

With lespect to claims 8 and 1 3» no fliatter whether a SD meznozy 18 a . 
conventional device, the dcpeadent daims 8 and 13 aboiild be patcnable as a matter < 
law at least the reason that they contain aU limitations of their coix^ ^ 
daimsl and 9« lespectivdy. That is, tbie claims 8 and 13 are not antidpated by 




and thus can be placed in an allowance condition* 



• a , < 
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